Abstract-The word 'nation' acquires a very different meaning in Rabindranath Tagore 
The question of Rabindranath Tagore and nationalism has been a much debated one among historians, scholars and academicians alike. The various opinions prevailing about Tagore's 'anti-nationalism', 'internationalism', 'ambivalent nationalism' and the like could, perhaps, gain a different dimension altogether, by focussing on what the significance of the word 'nation' was for Tagore and subsequently, the uniquely individual ideology of nationalism that he subscribed to. It is precisely through a closer observation of Tagore's understanding of the history of Indian society and civilization at large, as also his holistic approach to humanity, that his concepts of nation and nationalism can be traced. In one of his lectures delivered in the USA, which was later anthologised under the title Nationalism (1917), Rabindranath Tagore It may also be useful to note at this juncture that even before his explicit address of a social reconstruction in Swadeshi Samaj, Tagore expressed his scepticism about the suitability of reincarnating the European 'Nation' in the Indian framework, notably in the two essays, Nation Ki (1902) and Bharatbarshiya Samaj (1902)-the former elucidating the emergence of the Western concept of the 'nation' as discussed by the French thinker, Ernest Renan, and the latter impressing the differences in the social and political structures of India and Europe, and the futility of replicating the foreign concept of the 'nation' in India, which has been a land of 'no nations'. Between 1907 and 1916, Tagore eventually grew sceptical of the militant course that the mainstream Indian nationalist movement often took. His political novels like Gora (1910), Ghare Baire (1916) or, The Home and the World, where patriotism and humanity come into essential conflict with each other, present some of the most reflective insights of his political views during this phase. Besides, the First World War had had a deep impact on Tagore's mind , and had consequently, shaken his faith in the administration of the British government all the more. It was at this juncture that his Nationalism lectures, delivered in course of his visit to Japan and USA during 1916-17, had carried his message of the abhorrence of the 'Nation' as a monstrous organization and the nationalism as a narrow concept inciting moral bankruptcy. As Amartya Sen pertinently observes, 'Tagore shared the admiration for Japan widespread in Asia for demonstrating the ability of an Asian nation to rival the West in industrial development and economic progress...But then Tagore went on to criticize the rise of a strong nationalism in Japan, and its emergence as an imperialist nation.' 4 Tagore saw Japanese militarism as 'illustrating the way nationalism can mislead even a nation of great achievement and promise.' 5 Therefore, the central idea of nationalism in Tagore as it comes by during this period may primarily be outlined as that reflected in his own words:
I am not against one nation in particular, but against the general idea of all nations....where whole peoples are furiously organizing themselves for gaining wealth and power. Nationalism is a great menace. It is the particular thing which for years has been at the bottom of India's troubles. 6 Post 1917, one of the most shocking events in the history of India's colonial struggle occurred, and given that we stand at the centenary of the event, it becomes all the more worthy of note -the Jallianwala Bagh Massacre of 1919. Our attention may particularly be drawn to what Tagore's ideal of achieving freedom was by taking note of one of his letters written to Mahatma Gandhi on the eve of the havoc, on April 12, 1919 
